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RECOMMENDATION 


Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area 


I.  Results  of  Review  for  Wilderness  Characteristics: 

.  The  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area  was  inventoried  along  with  the 
larger  review  area  NV-040-089  in  which  it  is  located  during 
a  special  early  inventory  conducted  in  conjunction  with  the 
Intermountain  Power  Project  (IPP)  accelerated  wilderness  in¬ 
ventory.  The  conclusions  of  this  inventory  were  that,  while 
review  area  NV-040-089  meets  the  naturalness  and  size  criteria 
set  by  the  Wilderness  Act,  it  does  not  meet  the  criterion 
which  requires  that  a  wilderness  have  an  outstanding  opportunity 
for  either  solitude  or  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type  of 
recreation. 

NV-040-089  -  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area 

Area  Description  and  Size:  The  designated  Natural  Area  (3200 
acres)  combined  with  its  contiguous  roadless  lands  total  9020 
acres  of  public  land.  This  is  sufficient  to  meet  the  criterion 
of  size  established  by  the  Wilderness  Act. 

Naturalness:  Very  little  alteration  of  the  natural  character 
of  the  landscape  has  occurred  within  the  roadless  area  which 
is  contiguous  with  the  designated  Natural  Area.  Surrounding 
lands  have  been  substantially  intruded  upon  by  ranching  and 
mining  activities  and  by  powerline  construction.  The  swampy 
conditions  found  within  the  unit  have  contributed  to  the  natural 
appearance  of  the  roadless  lands  surrounding  the  Natural  Area. 

This  portion  of  the  area  does  generally  appear  to  have  been 
affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  the  imprint 
of  man’s  work  substantially  unnoticeable . 

Outstanding  Opportunities:  (1)  Solitude  -  There  is  fairly  good 
vegetative  screening  provided  by  the  small  trees  in  the  Natural 
Area,  and  these  provide  some  opportunity  for  visitors  to  avoid 
others,  but  the  absolutely  flat  topography  and  moderate  size  of 
the  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless  lands  limit  the 
ability  of  a  visitor  to  avoid  others  within  the  area.  Opportunities 
for  solitude  are  considered  considerably  less  than  outstanding 
in  the  area.  (2)  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  -  Nature 
study,  hiking,  camping,  and  photography  are  all  possible  within 
the  area,  but  neither  the  diversity  nor  quality  of  these 
activities  are  considered  outstanding. 

Supplemental  Values:  The  marshy  ecosystem  and  associated  stand 
of  Rocky  Mountain  Juniper  (Juniperus  scopalorum)  exhibited  in 
this  area  is  quite  unusual  for  this  part  of  Nevada.  A  significant 
historical  site,  the  battlefield  of  the  Gosh-Ute  War  of  1863  may 
be  located  within  the  review  area. 
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II.  Economic  and  Social  Impacts: 

I 

The  economic  and  social  impacts  resulting  from  the  release  of  this 
area  from  further  wilderness  consideration  will  be  minimal.  Because 
the  area  will  continue  under  the  laws  and  restrictions  for  designated 
Natural  Areas,  the  situation  as  it  affects  mining  and  grazing  will 
be  unchanged.  Some  slight  economic  loss  may  be  anticipated  if  it 
is  assumed  that  user  visitation  would  increase  with  eventual 
wilderness  designation.  Any  such  loss  would  be  minimized  by  the 
presence  of  other  nearby  wilderness  study  areas,  however. 

III.  Analysis  of  Effects  of  Recommendation: 

There  should  be  no  positive  or  negative  effects  of  either  a  long-term 
or  short-term  nature  resulting  from  this  recommendation. 

IV.  Discussion  of  Options  Foregone: 


Wilderness  designation  is  the  only  option  foregone  by  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  for  this  area. 
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STATISTICAL  SUMMARY 


Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area 
White  Pine  County,  Nevada 
Ely  District 


Previously  Contiguous 

Designated  Area  Lands  (if  any)  Total 


Acres  With 

Wilderness  Characteristics  0 

Acres  With 

Wilderness  Characteristics 

Recommended  For  Designation  0 

Recommended  Against  Designation  0 


Ownership  in  Study  Area  (2-15-79) 

BLM  3,200 

Private  0 


0  0 

0  0 
0  0 


5,820  9,020 

80  _ 80 

9,100 
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Photo  #1  Looking  west  down  into  the  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area. 


Photo  #2 


Typical  vegetation  within  the  Natural  Area. 
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BACKGROUND  INFORMATION 


I.  Statement  of  Previous  Designation: 

On  December  22,  1970,  the  Swamp  Cedar  area  was  made  a  Natural 
Area  and  was  thereby  segregated  from  disposal  under  the  public 
land  laws  including  the  general  mining  laws,  but  not  the 
Recreation  and  Public  Purposes  Act  or  the  mineral  leasing  and 
material  sale  laws,  (Federal  Register,  December  22,  1970, 
p.  19,367).  The  purpose  of  this  designation  is  to  protect  the 
unusual  ecosystem  of  the  area,  a  low  marshy  zone  which  supports 
a  stand  of  Rocky  Mountain  juniper  (Juniperus  scopalorum)  called 
"Swamp  Cedar."  ~  ~ 

II .  Significant  Resource  Data: 

The  Swamp  Cedar  area  contains  an  unusual  ecosystem  which  consists 
of  a  low  marsh  and  a  stand  of  Rocky  Mountain  Juniper  growing  in 
the  marsh. 

The  designated  Natural  Area  probably  contains  a  historical  site: 
a  battlefield  of  the  Gosh-Ute  War  of  1863.  On  May  16,  1863, 
Captain  S.  P.  Smith’s  Company  of  California  Cavalry  advanced 
on  an  Indian  camp  located  in  the  Swamp  Cedars  of  Spring  Valley, 
killing  23  Indians  while  suffering  one  wounded  soldier  and  a 
killed  horse.  The  exact  location  of  this  skirmish  is  unknown  but 
may  well  be  within  the  designated  Natural  Area. 

III.  Description  of  Report  Area: 

The  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area  is  located  in  Spring  Valley,  west 
of  the  Snake  Mountain  Range.  The  3,200  acre  Natural  Area  is 
flat,  with  an  elevation  of  between  5800  and  6000  feet.  Vegetation 
consists  of  Rocky  Mountain  Juniper,  greasewood,  sagebrush, 
rabbitbrush,  wire  brush,  and  other  grasses.  Wildlife  includes 
hawks,  lesser  goldfinch,  and  mallard  ducks.  A  documented  road 
separates  the  extreme  southwestern  tip  from  the  rest  of  the 
Natural  Area. 

The  surrounding  contiguous  roadless  lands  are  entirely  flat  and 
treeless  with  only  a  brush  and  grass  cover.  Cattle  and  sheep 
production  is  the  only  significant  human  use  of  the  land. 

The  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area  is  located  within  the  Moriah  Planning 
Unit  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management's  Ely  District  which 
contains  about  3,166,600  acres.  The  nearest  population  centers 
are  Ely  and  Baker,  Nevada,  and  the  nearest  large  population  centers 
are  Reno  and  Las  Vegas,  Nevada,  and  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

According  to  calculations  made  in  1974  (Water  for  Nevada,  Special 
Report  Input-Output  Economic  Models,  State  Engineers  Office, 
Division  of  Water  Resources,  September  1974),  61  workers  in  the 
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Moriah  Planning  Unit  are  dependent  upon  the  recreation  industry, 
and  70  workers  are  either  directly  or  indirectly  employed  in 
the  recreation  industry. 

JV.  Summary  of  Public  Participation: 

A.  Description  of  the  Process: 

The  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area  was  inventoried  along  with 
the  roadless  review  area  in  which  it  is  located  (NV-040-089) 
during  an  early  special  inventory  conducted  in  conjunction 
with  the  Intermountain  Power  Project.  A  public  meeting  to 
describe  the  findings  of  the  special  inventory  and  to  invite 
public  comment  was  held  in  Ely  on  November  14,  1978,  and  a 
90-day  official  public  comment  period  was  held  from 
November  19,  1978  to  February  16,  1979,  during  which  the 
public  was  invited  to  comment  on  the  findings  of  this  special 
project  inventory.  Meetings  were  also  held  in  Reno  and 
Las  Vegas  during  this  comment  period. 

B.  Summary  of  Analysis  of  Comments  Received: 

No  public  comment  was  received  during  the  official  public 
comment  period  regarding  either  the  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area 
or  review  area  NV-040-089.  One  letter  supporting  wilderness 
designation  was  received  after  the  comment  period  closed. 
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WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
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WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  SUMMARY  SHEET 


I.  LOCATION 

Inventory  Unit  No.  Carea  or  island,  grouping  of  areas  or  islands) :  NV-040-089 

Area/ Is  land  name:  Swamp  Cedar 

District:  Ely  State:  Nevada 

II.  SUMMARY 

A.  Results  of  Wilderness  Characteristics  analysis. 


1. 

Does  the  area  or  island  appear  natural: 

X 

Yes 

No 

2. 

Does  the  area  or  island  offer  outstanding  oppor¬ 
tunities  for  solitude  or  recreation? 

Yes 

X 

No 

3. 

Does  the  area  meet  any  of  the  size  re¬ 
quirements  ? 

X 

Yes 

No 

4. 

Does  the  area  or  island  have  supplemental  values? 

X 

Yes 

No 

5. 

Are  additions  to  the  area  needed  for  management 
considerations? 

* 

Yes 

X 

No 

B.  Resulting  Map. 

Attach  a  map  showing  inventory  area,  roads,  rehabilitation  potential  areas, 
management  additions,  and  recommended  boundary  of  W.S.A. 

III.  RECOMMENDATION 

Check  one: 

Area  of  island  should  be  approved  as  a  Wilderness  Study  Area. 

X  Area  or  island  does  not  qualify  for  wilderness  study  and  should  be  released 
"  from  interim  management  protection. 

_  A  portion  of  the  area(s)  or  islands (s)  should  be  approved  as  a  W.S.A.  for 

further  study  and  reported  to  the  President,  with  the  remainder  released 
from  interim  management  protection  (reference  to  map) . 

IV.  APPROVAL 

A.  District  Manager:  &  ki  jhy. - 
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WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
SITUATION  ANALYSIS 


I.  UNIT  IDENTIFICATION 

Area/ Is land  Name:  Swamp  Cedar 

Inventory  Unit  No. :  NV-040-089 

State:  NV  District:  Ely 

II.  UNIT  ANALYSIS 

Describe  the  following  factors  (use  additional  sheets  if  necessary) . 

A.  Ownership:  3840  acres  are  in  5  tracts:  Cleveland  Ranch,  Bastian  Ranch, 

Layton  Spring,  Crystal  Queen  Mine  and  an  additional  ranch  in  the  northeast, 
plus  additional  spring  sites. 

B.  Size  of  unit  or  number  and  size  estimates  of  multiple  units:  Only  the  road¬ 
less  area  around  the  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area  is  of  sufficient  size  to  be 
considered. 

C.  Easements:  Major  power  easements  occur  on  all  perimeters  and  through  southern 
section.  Road  easements  form  boundaries.  Material  sites  occur  along  State 
Highways. 

D.  Leases:  Oil  and  gas  leases  exist  throughout  area. 

E.  Mining  Claims:  Dry  Gulch  and  Crystal  Queen  Mine  are  the  only  patented 
claims.  Additional  undocumented  claims  may  occur  near  these. 

F.  Permanent  Improvement:  Private  lands  have  considerable  improvement.  Some 
spring  development  on  Federal  land  occurs. 

G.  Existing  Use:  Livestock  production  is  the  only  use  of  consequence  on 
Federal  lands. 

H.  Human  Activities:  Ranching  and  maintenance  of  permanent  improvements  are 
the  only  activities. 

I.  Land  Treatment/Manipulations:  Agriculture  on  private  land  and  land  movements 
associated  with  mining  exist. 

J.  General  Vegetation  and  Topographic  Features:  Roadless  area  contains  Swamp 
cedar  'Forest'  and  adjacent  sage  and  grass  lands. 

K.  Contiguous  Lands:  No  WSAs  are  adjacent  to  this  review  area. 
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III. 


UNIT  EVALUATION 


A.  Could  area  or  island  be  considered  to  not  have  potential  for  wilderness 
study?  Why?  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area  has  some  potential  and  is  an 
instant  study  area.  However,  it  is  not  outstanding  in  either  solitude 
or  primitive  recreation  opportunity. 

B.  Is  area  or  island  of  sufficient  size?  Yes. 

C.  Is  there  any  public  support  for  wilderness  consideration  of  the  area 
or  island  or  any  part?  No. 

IV.  UNIT  RECOMMENDATION  (Check  appropriate  block). 

A.  Areas  or  islands  (or  groupings)  are  recommended  for  further 

wilderness  inventory.  _ 

\ 

B.  Area  or  island  (or  groupings)  is  recommended  as  not  qualifying 

for  further  inventory,  or  as  wilderness  study  areas.  X 

C.  Area  or  island  (or  groupings)  is  recommended  as  a  wilderness 

study  area  without  further  wilderness  inventory.  _ 

V.  APPROVAL 


A.  District  Manager: 


&  hi  iky. 


3. 
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WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  ANALYSIS 


I.  CHARACTERISTIC  ANALYSIS 

Explain  by  a  concise  narrative  the  following  essential  wilderness  character¬ 
istics: 

A.  NATURALNESS  ANALYSIS 
Narrative: 

The  vegetative  screening  provided  by  the  'Swamp  Cedars'  provides  for 
a  general  feeling  of  naturalness  from  within  the  unit  by  blocking  views 
of  nearby  intrusions,  i.e.  power lines,  mines  and  ranches.  The  actual 
roadless  area,  because  of  its  swampiness,  has  few  man-made  intrusions. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  or  island  generally  appear  to  have  been  affected 
primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  the  imprint  of  man's  work  sub¬ 
stantially  unnoticeable?  X  Yes  _ No 


B.  OUTSTANDING  OPPORTUNITY  FOR  SOLITUDE  OR  UNCONFINED  PRIMITIVE  RECREATION 
ANALYSIS 

1.  SOLITUDE  ANALYSIS 
Narrative: 

Some  solitude  is  possible  within  Swamp  Cedars.  Lack  of  topographic 
screening,  limited  size  and  general  openness  of  the  stand  can  only  be 
expected  to  provide  fair  to  good  levels  of  solitude,  but  certainly  not 
outstanding. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude? 

Yes  X  No 


2.  UNCONFINED  PRIMITIVE  RECREATION  ANALYSIS 
Narrative: 

Recreational  opportunities  are  limited  by  the  difficulty  of  penetrating 
the  area  due  to  swampiness  and  deep  mud. 

1.  Wildlife  observation:  antelope,  birds 

2.  Ecological/Botanical  observation: 

a.  Swamp  Cedar  community 

b.  Astragalus  lentigiuosus  var.  latus  (threatened  -  State  of 
Nevada,  June  8,  1978) 

3.  Limited  hiking/camping 
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Summary:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  a  primitive 

and  unconfined  type  of  recreation?  _ Yes  X  No 

C.  SIZE  ANALYSIS 

Narrative: 

Review  area  totals  52,500  acres,  however  only  6400  acres  around  Swamp 
Cedar  Natural  Area  is  large  enough  to  be  considered  roadless.  The 
cadastral  survey  lines  and  roads  which  determine  the  boundaries  show 
little  relationship  to  the  natural  limits  of  the  grove  of  trees  which 
extends  considerably  beyond  the  roadless  unit.  The  unit  is  too  small 
to  be  seriously  considered  for  W.S.A.  status. 

Summary:  1.  Does  the  area  have  at  least  5,000  acres  of  contiguous 

Federal  land  or  is  it  of  sufficient  size  to  make  practicable 
its  preservation  and  use  in  an  unimpaired  condition? 

X  Yes  No 


II.  SUPPLEMENTAL  ANALYSIS 

Explain  by  a  concise  narrative  the  following  supplemental  wilderness 
attributes. 

A.  SUPPLEMENTAL  FEATURES  ANALYSIS 
Narrative: 

Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area  offers  a  somewhat  unique  ecosystem.  Also 
Astragalus  lentigiuous  var.  latus  is  present  in  southern  end  of  review 
area  (outside  roadless  area) . 

Historical  Site  Hs2  and  Cultural  Sites  370  §  371  occur  within  review  area. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  contain  ecological,  geological,  or  other 
features  of  scientific,  educational,  scenic,  or  historical  value? 

X  Yes  No 


B.  MANAGEMENT  ANALYSIS 
Narrative: 

Area  is  not  manageable  as  wilderness  due  to  small  size,  lack  of  natural 
boundaries,  and  limited  wilderness  character. 

Summary:  Is  the  area  sufficient  to  assure  protection  for  an  area's 

wilderness  characteristics,  including  supplemental  values,  with  minimun 
signing,  fencing,  or  other  man-made  controls? 

Yes  X  No 
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AN  AMPLIFICATION  OF  AND  ADDENDUM 
TO  THE  WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  ANALYSIS 

Written  31  January  1980 
I.  CHARACTERISTIC  ANALYSIS 

A.  NATURALNESS  ANALYSIS 

Numerous  intrusions  exist  in  review  area  NV-040-089,  including  ten 
documented  roads,  about  26  miles  of  fenceline,  19  miles  of  power  line, 
about  20  undocumented  routes,  about  a  mile  of  pipeline,  and  two  wells. 
The  only  natural  portions  over  5000  acres  are  (1)  the  Designated 
Natural  Area  and  the  surrounding  lands,  and  (2)  an  area  in  the  northern 
end  of  the  review  area. 

B.  OUTSTANDING  OPPORTUNITY  FOR  SOLITUDE  OR  UNCONFINED  PRIMITIVE 
RECREATION  ANALYSIS 

1.  SOLITUDE  ANALYSIS 

a.  SIZE:  The  size  of  the  natural  portion  of  the  review  area  which 
includes  the  Designated  Natural  Area  is  insufficient  in  itself 
to  provide  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude.  Other  fac¬ 
tors  which  might  combine  with  the  size  characteristic  to  pro¬ 
vide  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  will  be  considered 
below. 

b.  CONFIGURATION:  The  configuration  of  the  natural  portion  does 
not  detract  from  opportunities  for  solitude. 

c.  TOPOGRAPHIC  SCREENING:  The  review  area  is  located  entirely 
on  the  floor  of  Spring  Valley  and  is  therefore  quite  flat 
with  no  topographic  screening. 

d.  VEGETATIVE  SCREENING:  The  vegetation  in  the  review  area, 
apart  from  the  swamp  cedars,  is  low  brush  and  grasses  which 
afford  very  little  screening.  The  swamp  cedars,  located  in 
the  Designated  Natural  Area,  are  fairly  dense  and  provide 
some  screening,  but  do  not  provide  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude. 

e.  ABILITY  OF  USER  TO  AVOID  OTHERS:  There  is  fairly  good  vege¬ 
tative  screening  provided  by  the  swamp  cedars  in  the  Desig¬ 
nated  Natural  Area,  and  these  provide  some  opportunity  for 
the  solitude  seeker  to  avoid  others,  but  the  absolutely  flat 
topography  and  the  not  inordinately  large  size  of  the  Desig¬ 
nated  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless  lands  limit 
the  ability  of  the  user  to  avoid  others. 
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f.  CONCLUSION:  Opportunities  for  solitude  are  fairly  good  in 
the  midst  of  the  swamp  cedars  in  the  Designated  Natural  Area. 
Otherwise,  opportunities  for  solitude  in  the  review  area  are 
poor  because  of  the  flat  terrain  and  the  treeless  vegetative 
cover.  Opportunities  for  solitude  in  the  review  area  are 
not  outstanding. 

2.  UNCONFINED  PRIMITIVE  RECREATION  ANALYSIS 

a.  DIVERSITY  OF  RECREATION:  Nature  study,  hiking,  camping,  and 
photography  are  possible  in  the  review  area;  in  the  Designated 
Natural  Area,  nature  study,  hiking  and  photography  are  possible. 
These  do  not  constitute  an  outstanding  diversity  of  recreation. 

b.  QUALITY  OF  RECREATION:  Camping  in  the  Designated  Natural  Area 
is  made  practically  impossible  by  the  marshy  conditions  there. 
Hiking  opportunities  are  also  very  limited  by  these  marshy 
conditions.  The  swampy  environment  and  the  stand  of  juniper 
provide  an  unusual  ecosystem  for  nature  study,  but  the  eco¬ 
system  is  not  unique  and  there  are  no  rare,  threatened  or 
endangered  species  present,  so  opportunities  for  nature  study 
are  good  but  not  outstanding.  Elsewhere  in  the  review  area, 
hiking  is  possible,  but  because  of  the  general  featurelessness 
of  the  review  area,  is  not  of  an  outstanding  quality.  The 
same  limitation  affects  the  quality  of  photography  and  camping 
outside  of  the  Designated  Natural  Area.  Opportunities  for 
photography  in  the  Designated  Natural  Area  are  better  than 

in  the  review  area  as  a  whole,  but  are  less  than  outstanding 
because  of  the  flat  topography  and  the  lack  of  variation  in 
vegetation. 

c.  CONCLUSION:  Neither  the  diversity  nor  the  quality  of  oppor¬ 
tunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  review 
area  NV-040-089  is  outstanding. 
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Henry  Peck: 

534  Bookwalter 

New  Carlisle,  Ohio,  45344^ 


January  22,  1980 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

300  Booth  Street 

Room  3008  Reno,  Nevada,  89509 

Dear  Sirs : 

I  am  writing  in  response  to  a  recent  Nevada  BLM  Wilderness 
Bulletin  I  received  from  you  which  listed  several  wilderness  study 
areas  decisions  had  been  made  about,  concerning  preserving  such  areas 
for  wilderness  status,  and  about  certain  other  areas  about  which 
decisions  have  not  yet  been  made.  I  feel  that  the  following  areas 
should  be  reverted  to  wilderness  status  and  kept  tlrat  way,  though  the 
decision  has  already  been  made  to  the  contrary  about  them:  Swamp 
Cedar  NV-040-180,  Pygmy  Sage  NV-ol+O-99,  Virgin  Mountain  NV-050-0420, 
and  Mountain  Meadow  NV-060-221.  These  areas  should  be  reclassified  as 
wilderness.  The  criteria  for  wilderness  retention  given  in  the 
Interim  Management  Policy  and  Guidelines  for  Lands  Under  Wilderness 

Review  dated  December  12,  1979,  are  excessively  strict  and  arbitrary, 

particularly  with  reference  to  areas  less  than  5000  acres  and  the 
extent  of  man's  impact  on  these  areas.  The  same  goes  for  the  following 
Wilderness  Study  Areas  about  which  decisions  have  not  yet  been  made: 

Pine  Creek  Canyon  NV-050-0337,  Pinyon-Joshua  Tree  Transision  NV-050-0337 
and  NV-050-0338A,  Bristlecone  Pine  NV-040-048A,  Goshute  Canyon 
NV-020-617  and  NV-020-622.  Please  make  all  the  above  areas  wilderness 
areas . 

Thank  you  for  your  attention. 


Henry  Peck 
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BLM  Library 
Denver  Federal  Center 
Bldg.  50,00-521 
P.O.  Box  25047 
Denver,  CO  80225 
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